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This thesis is an attempt of a discussion on the relation of the Ottoman
Empire, China, and Japan to the evolving international system, which
mainstream international relations paradigms argue to have developed in
Europe and expanded to encompass all the other systems. The approach is
grounded on a firm belief that the institutions characterizing the present global
international system are based on those developed in European international

system, and gradually acceded to or adopted by non-European states.

Also underlying the dominant approaches in paradigms of international
" relations is the chronological approach developed in its literature,
compartmentalizing the “ex.pansion” of the European states system to the outer
world. Accession histories formulated to locate the time and span dimensions of
that “expansion”, and all major non-European states that later acceded to the
globalizing international system are assigned turning-point histories in that

respect.

Studies of international relations histories focusing on the evolution of
present international order from plural systems-societies evolving by inclusion in
to the globalizing order, came to rely on an analytical tool devised by Hedley Bull,
and coined ‘“international systems” and “international societies” as distinct
identities. Units iden"tified with international systems other than that emerged in
Europe and la{er expanded outwards are then first assigned dates of accessions
to the globalizing international system, and then their evolution within that
system to enter the international society. The system society duality, and its
implications on understanding the history of international relations are

discussed in Chapter Il. Chapter I, also develops a critical of the chronological



dual approach of the distinction mentioned above, while recognizes the merits of
it that appeals international relations scholars. Same Chapter, in its last section
presented a discussion for a mid-way, which could both avail us to utilize the
merits of the distinction of systems and societies offers, while avoiding the
chronological, compartmentalizing look at international systems’ history. The
Holonic Continuum Model, introduced in Chapter Il, it is argued, permits

escaping the traps of a black and white only look at the world.

This thesis is also constructed to propose a challenge to the attitudes that
the system — society debate is over. The challenge is that the debate had started,
but slipped off its path, missing the importance of better and wider concentration
on defining, locating, and following the international systems in the past for
understanding and attaining the present global international society. In that
sense, in order to facilitate the debate, this thesis raises the relations of the
three states that the mainstream international relations studies locate as
members of international systems distinct and apart from the European
international system. Are they really? Or put other way around, is European
international system a distinct entity to the extent it is treated as such? Chapters
1, 1V and V are presenting a discussion on that dimension, and the background

of the discussion is set around the Napoleon Wars era.

A discussion on identifying and locating the Ottoman Empire with an
international systems perspective is presented. The relation of the Empire to its
environment, before and during the Napoleon Wars, together with the reversed
faced -relation of its European environment to it- is discussed following the

course of its foreign policy throughout the era of Napoleon Wars.

Chinese relation to the European international system is also briefly

discussed. A survey of the diplomatic connection of Chinese Empire is



discussed by raising the Russian and British involvement in the Chinese

international order.

Relation of Japan to the evolving international system, is presented starting
with locating Japan within the contemporary international system, and raising
the British connection to Japan from the same perspective. An in-depth analysis
of the British involvement in Japan during the Napoleon Wars through a focused
analysis of Stamford Raffles’ Japan project is attempted. It is evident that even
the EIC itself approached the entire project almost exclusively from the point of
its trade-wise worth. It is argued in this thesis that Raffles’ Japan project

deserves to be examined from other perspectives as well.

Raffles’ Japan Project was conceived, planned, executed and terminated
with the Napoleon Wars that shifted and shake the balance of power throughout
the European Continent. Its ramifications, however, bore direct consequences
on the Asian international setting Ottoman Empire and Japan, two nations on
either end of the Asian continent, former the nearest, latter the farthest to the
European system received apparent and difficult to disregard influence of the

developments within the European society of states.

The image of Japan as depicted by Raffles in his speeches, memories and
correspondence with the East India Company authorities is introduced. The way
he presented Japan and Japanese is discussed from the perspective of why he
chose to do so. There are two versions of Raffles letter to the Secret Committee
of the East India Company reporting the results of the first expedition in 1813,
one that appears among the correspondence with relevant authorities, and the
other in the British Parliamentary Papers series in 1820. Here a brief discussion
as to the nature of the discrepancies between the two versions is provided. The

comparison of two versions of the letter, however, is presented in the form of a



chart at the Appendix to this thesis, where all of the differences are shown by

colors, categorized, and necessary explanations are made.
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